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As Reich-Ministcr for Economy Funk was subordin^ted to tho 
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Evidence shows that is wees ee, ee a Gg 


but also the we + »>st pos on of Funk. 


sh rogerd to the occupied territories 
hod no decisive authority whatsoever. This was demon- 
sses interrogated regarding this 
question. But 511 witnesses equally confirmed that Punk al- 
ways turned again tho ptt ages of tho 
occupied territories. He fought egrinst the purchases in 
the Black rar Q S > was against abo 
oreren 03 a o Yegudi 
136 im conne j 5 wi Bol tan 
which me»sure the Germen purcheses in Holland were to be 
facilitated, he organized export ree e from 
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This was also testified by the defendant Sauckel at his interro- 

gation here, All these facts, favourably affecting the occupied countries 

were confirmed by the witnesses I d, Puh2, 

Neubacher, ‘and Se Be EO ECARD « 

According to these statements Funk always strove to keep order in the 

cconomic and social life of the occupied territories and protect them 

irom shocks and disturbances, He always was opposed and 
AneLined $o caland arbitrary mo- 
rcs oe ather ¥ | favour of agreements 


compromises, Even during the war Funk always thought of 
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stated by the witnesses Landfried and Hayler and they 
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2S repeatcdly reproached for hj 


attitude by the leading 
the defendant Speer testified at his 
Funk, during the war, had occupied too many workers in 


the consumer goods cconomy and that this was a reason that Funk had to 


sive up the management of the consumer goods production in 1943. 


the samo : Specr has revolted against tho horrible 
cd carth'" policy has been proved to the Court beside 
lf also by the witness Hay ler on 7 May 1946. This 
witness declared that he never saw Funk so upsot as in that moment when 
informed of this ord or destruction, Funk gave directions, as 
Reichswirtschaftsminister (minister for Reich 
bankpracsident (President of the Reichs bank ) 
warchousos from the ordered destruction and to assure the 
supply of commoditics necessary for the life of the population, also the 


currency transactions in the territories which were abandoned, 
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one may, indeed, say, the contents of his lifework wasa Euro pean 


Sconomic mmunity on the s of just 


6 m 
—— —— — اج‎ 


and natural ba tia interes of the 


Sovereign countries, Rolentlessly even during the war he strove to reach 


this goal, although the elementary war necessities and the developments 


brought on by the war naturally hindered these efforts everywhere, The 


economic Europe as Funk saw and endeavoured to sec it, was impressively 


represented by him in speeches, Extracts 


some major cconomic-political 


from some of these speeches, often also recognized in neutral and enemy 


countrios, arc contained in Document Book Funk No. 9, 10 and ll, 


When reviewing the acts of the defendant his 


t y naturally plays a role if the motives fror 


are to be ascertained, The German people Looked upon Funk, 
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he deprived hirsclf financially whan he accepted the office of press 
chief in the Reich Cabinet at the begin of 1933 ofter Hitler's 
assumption of power, Therefore he vas not one of those desperadoes who 
Eled to got into a well paid position through Hitler. On 
the contrary, he brought 3 financial sacrifice when he took over the 
state office offered to him and therefore it seems entirely credible 
that he did this out of patriotism, a 
to put hinseclf at service of the country d 
tress. To judge the personality and character of defendant 
further of some importance that he never held or strove toward 
rank inthe Party ther neople who took over high st 
Third Reich were, fo comple, bestowed with the title of 
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SS-Crunpenfuehrer or give he rar of a SA-Obergruppenfuchrer. 
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Il. Support of the seizure of power by the Party. 


(party activity 1931/32) 


Tho deftendcgsa&bbt Funk as 
promoted the seizure of power i the 
conspir S ə This point of the indictment deals with the 
activity of the defendant Funk from the time when he joined the party in 
June 1931 until the Seizure of power on 30 January 
1933. The indictment maintains that Funk through interceding for the 
Party during that time, had expedited the seizure of power by the National 
encant Funk himself during his intcr- 
rogation on 4 lay, declared and cxplaincd in detail that he considered 
the seizure of the ruling powcr by the National Socialists the only pos- 
sibility for the deliverance of the German people from the grave, intcl- 
lectual, economical, and social distress of that timc. Thc economic pro- 
gram of thc Party was in his opinion, vaguc and mainly designated for 
propaganda, He hin e want So bring bo bu 
his own ecóéonomiai ineiple in order $0 
work through t by T Benet it 
of the German people Funk described this view point 
to the court in detail during his cxamination, It is bascd on the idc 
of private property which is inseparable from tho per- 
ception of the diffcrentiabion of human cfficicney, Funk demanded the 
acknowledgment of private initiative andof the rc- 
sponsibility of the creative entrepreneur, free competition 


and a balancing of social contrasts. He aimed at the climination of 
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Tho Gormen people in its majority had cmbreced these goals 
and ideologies es wes proven by sovcr^l plebiscites. And 
Funk could not suspect that 211 these good intentions and 
ideel rims so often cmphesizod by Hitler, with which Natio- 
nal Socislism began its reign, would later sink in the 
blood end smoke of wer 2nd in an inconceivable inadequacy 
and inhumanity. Funk tostifiod on the stand expressly that 
he considercd the authoritative form of government, tho 
strong st^to, a responsible era: the social community 
and a socially minded economy © 3 isito for a removal 
of the then grave intellectual end economic crisis of the 
German pcople. He ^lw^ys clearly emphasized the primecy 
of polities before the primacy of the cconomy. 
To-day, after the terrible collapse of the national sociali- 
stic state these things aro indced, regarded differently 
This gocs for Funk, too. 
press h1«eT 5X1 $e E j Gover 

cnt, on 30 Janusry 1933, he took up the state office oí 
o Ministorialdirector in the Reich (Chancery. The direction 
of the press policies however, passed already after 
months into the hands of Dr. Goebbels when 
lattcr bceeame Reichsminister for Public Enlightment and 
Propaganda, end the press department of the Rcich.Govcrnment, 
which Funk should have had dircctcd uy to now was merged 
into the newly established lini 'or Propaganda. Only for 
the timo being he retained the pcrson? e ort to tho 
Reich Presidont v. Hindcnburg 
Adolf Hitler, until thc death of Hindcnburg. Then this 
activity stopped altogether also. The office of the Press 
Chief of the Roich Government oxistod practically only on 
Papere This wns cxprossly confirmed also by the defendant 
Friwtdzs | upon his cxeminetion as 5 witness, 


on 28 June. 
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Some of Funk's wordings from that period of his activity in the 
ministry of propaganda, as e.g. tne sentence "the press is not 
a pieni cios and the further saying" the press should not be 
the scapegoat of the government " have become later on all but 
household w 
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division of work with ropaganda, and 
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Among the persons for whom Funk interecdcd were not only 
Jewish editors, but also many prominent German artists, and 
the witness Kallus ( cf. his qu stionnaire in the doc,book - 
Funk No.18 ) mentions in this connection the Jewish propric- 
tors of 2 big Berlin directory publishing firm, whom Funk 
given permission to carry on with their business 
sidorsble resistance of the competent section of the 
end of tho German trade publicity council (ierborat der deut- 
sehen Wirtschaft). The witness al 1s steted further, 
thet, owing to this attitude towards the Jewish eultursl 
workers, Funk wes " 8 spe t " to Dr. Goebbels and to 

the press scetion, B 1 t و‎ who was known 

particulerly Editor-in-chief 0 © 8 © F 

explicitly states, as 5 witness, in his a ffidevit (doc.book, 
Funk No. l1)th^t he has made his statements volunterily to 
prove the "huma PTOL OG Oe a de of the defendant 
Funk, ond gives tho names of cight Jewish editors of 
"Frankfurter Zeitung", whom Funk head given permission 
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on with their profession. In this connection, O © 8 
his human under= 

Indced, £ ha 
course of our conversations, any inhum'n v 
to his (Funk's) concessions, thc endangcred people obtained, 
ibility to hove and to work anew 
with us and to prepare, without loss of income, their change 


of profession and their emigration." O 3 @ ° a well-known 


economic journalist, who always kept completely aloof from 


the party, explicitly states that Tunk without any doubt, 


exposed himself by his attitude towards the Jews. 
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Cone ornin 
ment has a ingly 
guilty in the sense of this part of the indictment neither 
capacity nor by his actions. He has helped, as fir as 
it was within his power, many Jews and many individuals who were on- 
dangered and hindered in their cultural work, cut of their material 
and spirituel distress, although by doing so he jeopardized his own 


position. 
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At first, Gcecring himself took over the Reich Ministry of economy, 

and handed it over only in February 1938, after 3 months, to the 

defendant Funk. Then the high comand of the armed forces, more especially 
the “Wehrwirtschaftsstab (general Thomass), requested that the Pleni- 
potentiary for ‘jar Economy should be beund, for the future, to follow 


the directives of the high command for all questions connected with the 


supplying of the armed forces (document ZC 270 USA exhibit 840). In this 


letter the high command of the armed forces, ‘Iehrwirtschsftsstab, claims 

a right to direct the general conmissioner for war 
economy on nearly everyone of his fields of activity. The defendant Funk 
tried, by a conversation with Reich Marshal G o e r i n ع‎ and a letter 
to Reich Minister Dr. Lammers to clarify his position 

as general commissioner for war economy, and asked to be placed, 
Plenipotentiary for War Economy, under direct command of Hitler, 


not to be compolicd to obey the directives of the comand of the 


forces. Cocring and Lammers agr.ed with Funk's opinion. B 
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T^ 


ha Ot han E 0 OQ MES H "Ba 
mand ori he. & 8 
155 Of £46 9:8 a n.d. a4 
ich ) put Under Hitlorz! 
comm. a 3 e 1 fc low he 
diTqse j ' h « my i 26 1 FB for the 
Four jJ s Plan. It is, however, remarkable that, according 
to the act for the Reich defence of September Ath 1938, the defendant 
Funk did not become Plenipotentiary General for Wa r economy, but 
Plenipotentiary for Teconomy (without war) , and that 
this act explicitly stated that Funk had to o b o y the requests of the 
Supreme command of the armed forces. Accordingly, the supreme command 


of the armed forces has at last carried through its will, 
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But also the individual Economic departments 
which according to the Reich Defense Law were under the direction of the 
Flenipotentiary General for the Economy for his special tasks, were not 
willing to recognize him. During the eross-oxamination of the defendant 
Funk an interrogation of the former Under Secretary Dr. Hans Posse 


و 


Funk's deputy as Plenipotentiary General for economics (3894 PS, USA picce 


of conviction 6843)was produced, in which the latter declared; that 


Picnipotntiary General for the Economy "in realit ynev 
entered into function I" The ministers and Under secre- 
tarics of the individual economic departments (Finance, Agriculbure 
portation ctc.) did not >, according to the statement of Posse 
be placed under Funk's control and protested against it, Posse then Spea 
of the difference concerning the Four Year Plan. He calls these conflicts 
"the struggle for power", whereby in this connection nothing else is neant 
but the authority a e decisions with regard 
to the other economic departments, This was not a difference between 
Goering and Funk, this is wrong, because it was evident that Funk even as 
Plenipotentiary General for the Economy was reporting to Goering 
bou dob j as 2 8 PY 2c ET the Unders 
r i ess ; The individual economic departments declared 
they reported to the Plenipotentiary for the Four Year Plan and refused to 
recognize the right of the Flonipotentiary General for the Economy to give 
them directives, because he himself was under the direction of the Four 
Plan. The under secretaries of the Four Yoar Plan supported the de= 
partments in this interpretation, This lack of clearness and the over- 
lapping of competencies were the 7 why the 
agpthority to iseue 
@lrecady afew months 1 he outbre 
oif the war from tho Plenipotentiar y G 


ràl forthe EBéeonony 
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aise formally Tato thse hands ofthe 
PLOW POA Ta ry ter FAR So FH ude. 165 
Plan. In answer to the prosecutor's question addressed to 
Posse whether he did not customarily discuss important matters 
with Funk, Posse answered: "Yes, but nothing ever came of it"! 
Posse confirmed that Goering's authority was far stronger, and 
that eventually he completely dissolved the office o 
the Plenipotentiary General for the Economy. This happened, 
according to the statement of the defendant Funk, in December 
939 i.e. a few month 
puro y ETE E 
Eceyry 6e8 Ff e023 8 q ‘hese s were confirmed 
before the Tribunal also by. the witne DET ba 
Therefore it was quite corrcot hen the defendant Gocring 
stated here that tno positi Jf Plenipotentiary General for 
Economy, as hcld by Funk,existed only on paper. 
Naturally the offic f the Plenipotentiary 
General for the Economy. worked in continuous 
US 2 we Be ràdglation 
e ec o.n.o mi epartn n t with the Four-Yoar-P 


with the staff of the department for defense economics of the 


German Supreme Command and with the Plenipotentiary General 


+ 


for administration i.e. the Reich Minister of the Interior. 

As a proof the prosecution presented various documents showing 
that in the mectings the Deputy Plenipotentiary General for 
the Economy and his leader staff, questions of financing a war 
of war production, labor and others were discussed. In this 
connection the office of the Plenipotentiary General once 

also trated the question of employing PF is ner 

war in the industry, but 

Se oP eG E OR A 

Exhibit 842). 
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Why this General $&ff- econony-work, which had to be done in times of 
peace in case war arose, should be incriminating for defendant Funk, 
is not cloar. Desides, until August 1939 he personally did 
not interest Limself in any way in detail in any of these questions, 
But all this vork of the Plenipotentiary-general for economy consisted 
of general preparations in case of war and did not apply to any 

cial war. However, when Funk's propositions for changing over 
from peace-time to war-time economy was worked out in cooperation with 
the other economical departments in August 1939, the danger of war 
with Poland was already pressings 

nowhere if the material pr 

i e found a s 


e fact, that defend 


ng about politica l amd 


4 


n whieh g O LADS 
iar of aggroess5elot 
discussed. Funk was never invited 
to any conversations of this kind. He was, in articular, not present 
at the conversation at CGoering's on 14th October و1938‎ which was treated 
exhaustively by the prosecution on page 24 of the Trial-brief. (1301 PS.) 
Accordin to the prosecution, Go © g referred at this meeting 
to an order of Hitler to increase armament unusually, especially with 
regard to arms of attack. The prosecutor declared (sage 2447 
of the Geraon sranscript) at the session of 11 January 1946 thal 
Goering ot that meeting had addressed words to Funk, "which were the 


words of a man already at war". However, by several documents (Doc. book 


No, 5, 6, 7 and 8) 
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tinae in order to conduct econonical negotia. 
Bulgaria. This exhibit of tne prosecution, whic 
was neant to be a nain exhibit, is thereby invalidat. 
jmen Funk wrote his letter, Gavs' 25tn August 1959, 0 

ex, the German and Polish Armies were ready facing 
one another conpletely nobilized. Therefore he was con- 
pelle to act that way and could, at that nonent, no longer 


»arations. Gonpare thereto Questionnaire 


president of tn 
oossible the supply Oh & 1a and foreign 


v 


ral political icnsion 
vccn necessary if we had been avoided 


nonic sanctions had been 0 mnt 1 pear 


uL. 


as well ny duty 8 Reich 


all I could, to increase 


official protocol.) 


answers 


fore thc outbreak of the war had not 
been csscntially rcinforecd and that the cxonangc of 
forcign asscts for gold, since January 1939, nai only becn 
cxceutcd in 2 nodest way. The providcntial gold and forcig 
currency policy jf the Reich-Bank corrcspondcd to 


practicc. 
-30- 
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These statements of Puh 1 are important for the correct appreciation 
of Funk's references to the changing of foreign assets into gold, in his 
letter to Hitler from 25th August 1939. (699 PS, GB Exhibit 49) ; The trans- 
actions were, in any case, at the time when Funk was president of the Reich- 
Bank, hardly longer of any importance, Funk!s excossive way of expressing 
himself in this letter to Hitler makes the contents appear more important 
than they actually were, Funk e:plained these facts at his interrogation 
by the fact that this letter was a letter of thanks and that in those days 
every Gcrnan was under highest tension on account of the political occurrcne 
ces that were getting all Europe very much excited and that at this moment 
of danger of war ior his country, ho wanted to let his chancellor know that 
he (Funk) too had done his duty. This Wê : Sh. and 
it remained tho onlg 
LER poOheesteanye FoF 

nd busy sonwewhs: 

CO. E nae: 3 Everyna 
0 E ULE BR LA £ © 
The defendant Funk has cxplicitly stated at his intcrrogation before the 
Tribunal that he, right to the end, did not 561103760 war would come and why 
he did not believe it, on the contrary that he counted on the Polish con- 
flict being settled by diplomatic means. The correctness of this state- 


ment is also confirmed by the witnesses Landfricd, Posse and Puhl in answere 


ing of the questionaries, presented to the court as exhibit by the 


Defence or by the Prosecution (Funk Exhibit No, 16 and 17 and FS 3894). 
The dangér of war with Russia came to Funkis 
knowledge for tho first time when he heard of Rose g having 
been appointed Delegate for the unified treatment of East-curopean prob- 


lems in April 1941. 
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At thet time tho defendant Funk was given the same ex- 
plenations by Lemmers and Rosenberg as were expressed 
in g 6.2.¢ a 1 before the tribunal her: by witnesses 
heard on this cuestion. He was told the reason for the 
preparations for war ag-inst Soviet-Russie was that the 
lovi et-Russinns were massing strong troops along the 
entire border, thet they had invaded Bess-Arabia and that 
Molotov in his discussions regarding the territory of the 
Baltic Sea the Balkan had made demands which Germany 
could not fulfill. Since Rosenberg stated, that the 
commission given by Hitler included a leso econo = 
mic eas res , Funk erates Ministcrialdirector 
Dr. Schlotterer as liaison-man at Rosenberg’ 
Later Schlottersr tool er tt aire 
a ey E 
and he also joined 
Bast (Wirtschaftsfuchrungs- 
Ministry for Economy 
to do with the economic 
cuestions of the cecupied st and concerned 
merely with cuestions which had bearings on 
economy, he Mind | F7 I» 


i 
mination tho defcndant Funk, on th 
ratio 5 f 
shown en extract from an interro- 
gation of 19 October 1945 (3952 PS USA Exhibit 875). 
In this interrogation Funk ated hat the defendant 
asked him at the end of April 1941 if he 
nding wor against Russia? 
ng definite, but 
there is some along that line." 
tion for this conversation at the end of April 
ween two who were not initiated is most likcly, 
on this date Funk did not yet exactly know the 
for 





sion, and was going only on presuuptions 
r rumors, 
met ting 
mecting: Phe question 
scussed 
resulatec 
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know that war with Russia was inminent. That Gormany had beon 
prop^ring fo h ^ var for a long time was as little known 
fact that Germany would attack, and thus wage a 
iow Wo fS 
infornod neither on the march into Austria nor about 
gotintions on Sudetonland ( in Sentember and October 
1939 ho was not in Germany at all ) nor on the scizuro of tho 
reomninder of Cacchoslovakia, About Poland he knew that tho 
acute. Likewise about Russis. But in both casos 


tho actual outbreak cf war. Regarding 


countrics Funk roccivod no infornation whatso= 


p FK GEO 7g i 2 Wa ê, Truly Funk 
concerned hinself : cho summer of 1939 55561511377+ with the 
conversion of Germ 261 ny from a poac: o ^ war-tinc-bassis. 
But to proparo 


economic mersu: 


but as his duty as officinl of tho 


MN 
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Now the prosecution believes that it can get aound all these 
deliberations by calling the Reichsregierung or the National- 
Socialist Party or preferably all of the German people a 
arintinal. orzanisatilon who 6.6m api? 6.8 
against other nations and whose sole task had been, to pla 

and wage wars of aggression, to subjugate and enslave foreign 
nations, to »lunder and to germanize other countries. This de- 
duction is erroneous because only Hitle jiinself and a few of 
those nen closest to 

and Bormann devised and riminal plans. Accor- 
ding to the evidence heard be doubted that even the 
hist 


not initiated into these plans 


a oe m rm — À ما س‎ Á— سنت عع‎ 


lest officials of t! state and of the Arned Forces were 


سے س eee‏ ——— 


San fe 
نا لما لا‎ 
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were concealed from them by a cunning: 


conparison with geer 
countries banded together 
exanple the Kuklux-Klan in Amc 
an other reason. The Euklux-klai 
start organized as 


connitting 


> 


an-Act,expressl 
cnt 
ial law against it and fought it with every 


possible means t was an organization with which govcrn- 
nent and the parlianent of the United States nevcr 

dealings at al A noel ike Funk would, of course, ncvcr have 
Joined such a 

which the govcrnucnt 


Socialist-Party 


z? te‏ - حم 
but was a party‏ 
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recognized by the governnent and considered lawful; in 2 


special Reich law expression was given to the unity between 


. The leader of this party was at 
time 34 ]1 clected head of the Reich and 
this head of the s' and his government have fron 1955 on 
constantly been officially recognized as a governnent by the 
rld. It was just because of this international rccog- 
Hitler by all the foreign countrics, a recognition 
d even during the second world-war, 
never doubted the law- 
doubts, if they ever 
the bud, and millions 
Gernan soldi s assumed exactly like 
ty in not denying this 


all the countries of 


German 
litics 
not permitted to 
not want to land in the penitentiary 
ears lived as isolated 
ould not even trust his neighbors and friends 
r.lativos nor dare to talk things over with 
ew no more about Hitler's true plans 
fellow citizen‘and even of the most inportant 
y learned only afterwards 
through the newspapers or the radi Who could have ever con- 


ecived the thought that foreign states would maintain diplomati 


relations with a criminal organization and that official per- 


sons of foreign countries should recognize and call upon a man 


em — —M me mm سم سم ا — — عا ان‎ — À— ———— —— — - ————— ——— 


in whom they see the head of a band of conspirators. 
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Funk has never denied,'as has already been mentioned, 


his plans anc regulations he natural] 
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bility of wars which Germany 


exactly as every genera‏ ود 
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to give consideration to such 


esisted for Funk every 


reason 


first world-war 
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When Punk sont representatives to Central 
Planning, ho did it only for the purpose thet thoy should sec 
to it that the nocoss^ry raw-metcrials were assigned to the 
industries of the consumer's goo and for export, but never 
on eccount of the cuestions of forcign labor. If the prose- 


cution confrontcd thc witness ] 2 cr during © 22088 


examination on 7 May 1946 (Page 9070 of the German transcript) 


with a statement by Funk from 
PA TO RI Pee 2 On eX 


thet he 


Nl? a ~ 
lnis S9 


is importent because 
Funk's di ing attitude against the forcible 
meesures used in connection with direction of lobor. 
been deposed by the defendant Specr the session of 
tribunal on 20 June thet e f 5 nm AL 
eno ind oa d Lb ١ ( a toot 0-2 Oe 
o r . Only 06625816025113 discussions on dircction 
of l?bor questions took place here. Not the stcnogrsphic notos 
introduced here, but rather the p o 686 1 8., contain 
the -eturl results of tho negotintions 1nd the decisions 
of the Central Planning Det S 
h &.v.e ) e € i زا‎ 0 6 


9 8.Q'oXuvzon ^S been proven, Funk, who sttendec 


sessions of Central Flanning only a fow timcs 
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Provious to 
made tho decisions, rog^rding war-pro- 
duction, and. before Sauckel became Pleni potcntiary General 
for Direction of Lebor, i.c. before 1942, were questions of 
procurement of manpower for production discussed in the 
Four-Years-Plan. Later too, demands for the labor require 
were, in the main, as Specr has testi fied, presented in 


direct negotiations between the industries and 


EA 
for direction of labor While the production of tho Rei 
of 


instructions 


A ~ 
of Funk, these 


"oonomv 


4G O IIO 


Ta hr 
orancnes 


industry negotited d i ec ly wit 10 Plenipoten 


of industry such 
do not belong there, we 
as coming under the competency of the 
or of Economy. Some other items hed been rce- 
roviously ^lro2sdy by Sauckecl's dofonse councocl. The 
various econon 
the Reich-Ministry 
ve I o v © 
NM d 5.19 f € 
incorporated in the so-calizd intorn 


a nee, i.c. in the provineiel authorities 


district lo^áership. (G^ulcitungon). 
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Important in this point is the establishment of the 
that up to 1943, that is up to the time, in which Funk 
w^s at all compotont in questions of production, foreign 
workors came to Germany through recruit 
solely upon the basis of 2 vol 

With respect to this, I rofor to the docreo 


promulgated on 30 July 1940, 


of documents under 


n 
specifically pointed out. 
Pinclly it must be concludod that 


m 


(Tunk, exhibit No. 
tostimoi 
the witnesses Haylor, Noubscher and Soys-Inquort. I 
to mention solely tho € 0 6 u m he 522.6 3. PBs 
introduced by tho prosecution during cross-cxaminxtio: 
of defendant Funk, 8 Sot ) 3 E om tho 
U nd 
ID 9 n om ¥ 0 | hema 
Commana of 6 June 1942, in which the 
100 million Reichsmark from occup:;^tion moneys 
for purchases of the Roges - Raw Mato rial, 


c k 


47 -0041 


In c.(Rohstoffhandelsgosoellschaft) o 


— > 


B 
market i 3 France ||| 
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deal with the purchases in occupied territorios 


D 


mentioned before resulting Tom. m 
tio me 5X v 


3 o 


protests finally culminate: 
siary for the Four-Yeer-Plan (G o 
such further purchase As 


Ube 


no authority to issue instructions 


territories. Morcover such controlled purchases 


evaluated in a diffe 


olled purchases of the verious 


anaont anaon} nst 


nents, es: which Funk fought time and 


ar M i 


1, Documentbook Funk No 16 





V. Elimingtion of Jews from economic Life. (point 3 of tho 
Trial Bricf ) 
In view of the time 5 y 03 cannot afford to go 
into further 2 W 5 accusations . 25225 0 
against Funk by the Indi shell refer to 55 5 
by Funk with respect hereto; I 
more fully with a problem, which 


n the whole of the accusation ag^inst Funk, nanoly 


the reproach, that he participrted in any manner in the 
. This question 
appears to me to be the most deci for 
judging of def , Funk before 
71115 © 


Hed ia 


found not only in hi 14 ral disvosition and tho surroundings 


2 


in which he grew uj als: his scades í journalistic 


با =. 


with oeconcnic 


towards 
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! 
It is somehow tragic, that in spite of this Funks name in this trial has 


been repeatedly connect with the de ( e of November 1938, by 
which the elimir ; of Jews from ceonomit life was carried out. jhether 


likec it or not, all questions which concerned the treatment of Jews 


the economic life of Germany were under the jurisdiction of his 
finister for Economy. As official it vas his 
the necessary decree- for execution. 
surely have been very difficult especially for 
Funk in view of his tolerant attitude, Ho had, at that ting, been a state 
official of the Rei uganda Ministry and the Ministry for Economy 
for 8 years alrcady, and yet the prosecution could not ascertain a single 
that tinc, in which Funk had shown an antisemitic attitude, 
where he had incited people towards the Jews, it could not cite a single 
instance when he would have approved of or preachcd violence, terror 
or injustice, On the contrary; we know. from statcments of various 
witnesses, that Funk interceceacd | behalf of Jewish follow - 
citizens in those ycars tine and again that he was concerned about 
intcrests sought to alleviate hardships, to prevent 
encroachnents on their rights and to rescue tl c<istence of huma 
beings, cven i hey were Jews or political opponents, 
to surprising, that this man of rich 


cxpcricne 
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this man of far-reaching knowledge with his outspoken tolcrant vicws was 
most painfully affected when on 10 November 1938 he had to witness the 
destruction of Jewish homes and shops in Berlin, One incoming report upon 
another confirmed the fact, that Goebbels and his clique exploited the 
cx&itcment of tho populate over thc assasination by a Jew of a Cert 
tiplomat in Paris, organized such programs throughout. Germany 

outrages lod not only to the destruction of Jowish property but 

to the murder of many Jews and to the persecution of many thousands of 
innocent follow-ceitizens.- 


lrat Kallus (Document book Funk 


No.5) of 9 December 15 and Frau Luise Funks statcment made in placc 


of oath of 5 November 1945 (Document book Funk No.3) prove clcarly, 
that Funk condernned such cxecsses to the utmost and, that he called 
them swinish in thc face of minister Dr. Gocbbcls, in great excitement, 
and in the event of a repetition of such hc threatcned to resign his 
office, He had, at that time already, told 
face that one had to be ashamed of being a Gernan 

All this oxpresscd the just indignation of man, who for dccadcs 
had cxcrted hinsclf for moderation towards the Jews and political 

nents and had thus carncd many a lottor of appreciation, a nan who 

had fought for ycars to prevent any terror, to raise tho standard of 
German econonic life and who now, in a single night, saw all his 


4 


efforts Frustratcd by the brutal fanaticism of a Dr. Gocbbcls, 





Punk himself during his interrogation clearly described 
how from entering upon his office 2s a Minister of tho 
from February 1938, ho wes being pressed continuously by Dr. 
G o « cls end Dr. Le y to climinate the jews also 
from tho economic life; the witness Dr. Hayler st^tod here. 
Him mi 3 reproached Funk of this; Funk him- 
witness stetcd how in those yo^rs repented diffi- 
arose with tho workers stirred up by propaganda who 
sometimes no Monger wented to work with jewish monegers or did 
not dare to do so, and how, undcr the pressure of tnese con- 
ditions, it occurred that numerous jewis iness owners mld 
duite often at ruinous prices, to people 
of the Economy Fink appear 
quiring and managing such <6 
continually to 


to provide 


teke 
after day Funk came to recog- 
‘*k to stop this movement 
ements cround Dr, Gocbbe! ind Dr.Ley 
the upper hand and in so doing unfortuntely 
to lean on Hitler's authority. The latter 
course of time won more ^nd moro for the radical treat- 
ment of the jewish question by a few irresponsible adviscrs 


who todey do not sit in the prisoners dock. 
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Into this fight between Funk and other considerate people on one 

side ^and Coebb ls :nd Ley on the other sida, the events of 9 November 8 

burst which, 2s Dr. Goebbels hinse ater admitted toward Fritsche, 
Tet ال‎ a 26 ary tas pe 


fend^»nt Funk who thereby was to be 


ccomplished fsct And through this action of Nov 


Goebbels actually reached his 2 the witness Dr. Landfried 
Coe»bels was in the future able to refer to Hitler's own 
order that the jews be completely excluded from the German economic 


life, although Funk, a e minister concerned, repe 


i 


1 


to the relations with foreign countries from which the 
and its economy wer 
nipote 
the orders ssary for carrying 
rs. Funk never 


that thereat. Goering also was to a certain 


stion had previously rejected extreme 
E 


conception of Funk was shared by wide circles of the German people 


and it proved to be correct 
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of 12 November 48 are resd then one will over end over 


again be able to find, jn spite of its incorrect and incom- 
plete formulation, distinct clues which »rove Funk's modera- 
ting influence, namely. his urging, mentioned in the minutes 
repeatedly, to reopen the jewish stores, and his proposal to 
let the jews retain at least their securities and 
jection of Heydrich's demand to plece the jews in ghettos. 
It is a fact proven by the minutes of 12 November 1958, that 
Funk opposed Heydri ع‎ proposal and said, ¢ "One did 
not need ghettos, the jews could move closer together among 
life of 3 million ال‎ sh people amongst not 
than 70 million Germens could surely be regulated with- 
out ghettos." 
being interned in ghett 
not succeed completely in his point 
sal to let the jews 
hough Funk called 
realization of the’ jewish securiti: would suddenly flood 
Germen stock market with securities valued at half 
billion end therefore would inflict serious consecuences 
the Corm-n stock market. Decisive for the judgment of the 


defendant Funk is his obvious Rv c r t to save for 


+ 
what could be saved under the given circumstances, 
roby we must not lose sight that in all those measure 
Funk ected only in his capacity as HM i Lg 70-9 of 


T" 


Economy s 





who icrcly gavc thc 
the cormand which Gocring, 
2n, ha 


d himself on the very 


the order 
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circumstoneocs ind in 


the Law, 
fully 
subordinate to 


md to 


cr doces n 
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ifirmation 
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to disrvgsrd cntircly the German conditions and to pose the question 


what the dceision woulc bo if the civil scrvant of another, 

not German country, carrics out a law, Lot us assunc for instance, some 
orsign country embracing a minority »ronulg ted in accordance with its 
constitution a law according to which all members of this minority orc 

to bc exiled from its territory or the property of such inhabitants is to 

© for the boncfib of the state or that the large agricultural 

estates of such inhabitants ar. to be turned over to the state or to be 
partitionce among other citizens; Now docs the civil servant in this 
nation really commit a crime if he carvics out this lawful order ; Is 
really the duty of the official who is in charge of the cxccution of 

this low, or for that matter has ho oc von the right to 


} 


rcf 3 © red 0 ; wand to 
rseonal opinion 
a EPERE against 
manity ? Would to-day in such a case any state grant its 
civil survants thc authority to examine whether the promulgated law 
is contrary to the principles of humanity or to the fluctuating norms 
ol law? Which state woulc tolcrate that'its civil survants 


based upon this argumunt r.fusc tho .xceution of 2 promulgated law? 
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Or another examples Let us assume the law ofa 
nation deoroos that certain new weapons are to bo introduce 
into the armed forces or that more war ship 
built or that some preparations have to be made 
Should an individu-1l civil servant realy have the 

o the exceution of tho law, even perhaps to sabo- 
exceution and then to give thc cxplanstion that 
in his personel opinion concerning international law it 
involved the preparation of an aggre 


consequently en international crime f 


rmi. Maa 


The Tribunal will have to 0 
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But Funk in his defense may point the fact that nocor- 
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to his entire ideology and his cntirc. b^ckground 


officials that 
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and told the i iting officers "Yes, l am guilty, I 
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22nd, 1945, said: "I am guilty", 
int aridad to invsstig^to here, whether the defendant, 
when saving this thought in any way, of : iminal or only of 
guilt which he saw in the fact that he remained in an 
execute laws which were incompatiole 
mn philosophy of life. Funk is no jurist and was, therefore, 
for himself the complicated legal question, 
ate, which had been internationally 
vhen doing nothing else but 


accordance with the laws 


his in the fact that 


as this 
he considered himself 


1 t. 
one 


conditic 


conscience because he had not, in 


office. Surely, 


to stay in office, in spite 
journalist and his abilitie 
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him to find another 
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the opinion that the 
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that his rosignaticn would improve nothing, that on the contrary 
the aiministration would get still more radical under an unsuitable, 
fanatical successor, while he could hope, if staying in office, to 
alleviate much distress. 

These considerations, which may have guided the defendant 
Funk in tho first place, wers certainly correct up to a certain 


point. 





His sccretary of state Dr, Land friod at loast has 


stated as witness, that further on too Funk time and again 


Jews and trongly showed h 
and infringononts of law, committed by various government 
course of execution. Punk could talk openly 
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revent such excess But, 
of the Ministry of “conony 0 
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counci 


en at that time by Funk 


carried out by subordinate 


on the i 
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belonged very probably to that category of valuables which the whole 
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collected so-called 
towns of the 


east and had 


Funk 
د‎ er 


4 


1 currency and turned 


31 
Dou 


ion whether 


0 


an 
م‎ 


53 Rb 
r y/; which 


confiscations but by 





never saw what 


were delivoroc 


HNN 


H1247 -3 





LUAM 


H1247 - 


supervised the vaults, n.ver saw Cofondant Funk there | 
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rcforc Funk nc.ithcr had knowl.dge of the anount that the dcliverics of thc 


racually had forn.d nor did ho know that thc depot containcd jewelery, 


carls and precious stoncs and spectacle francs and gold teeth, All 


re po? tod 


opinion of the prosccution that Funk, being 
Reich Bank, surcly must have known what was kept in thc 
so this conclusion is cviccontly false 
hc actual conditions in a central bank of 
issuc,Funk, who besices was Reich ijünistcr for tho Economy, had in his 


r to look 


quiry of ther 


the values 062035354 t he SS at the Reich Ban! Hd (bc: Meakired 1.0, 
Himmler answered in the 


Viccprcsicont Puhl, 
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coins and foreign currency, 


such values which quite generally in the German Reich 


deposit contained sold-teeth c imilar obje originastin; 


actions i: 


but during 


ident Puhl's 
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still today, does not know whether and to what 
agrecucnts for settling accounts with thc Reich 
between the Finance 
He was never 
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was an ordinary business transaction of the Reichsbank 
for the account of the Reich, which he dealt with in the 


same manner as he dealt with objects of gold and foreign 


that had been scizod by the Customs Investigation 
Office or the Office of control for rorcign currency or 
other State a ity. Whatever i he opinion tho ros 
Vico-Prosidont Puhl, 
jd vX B0 i 6 320 
In tho course of tho following 
period Funk had only two or three short and accidental 


conversations with Puhl regarding these gold deposits 


n 0 
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a view of using turned in gold 
currency. Otherwise Funk 
with tho 


not without sign: that- Puhi uson oath declared 


that he (Puhl) would have never permitted to 
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objocts o? gold acquired by tho SS brought to tho 
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of the Rdichsbank, .d he had the slightest notion 


that they were taken from victims of concentration canps 


under criminal circumstances. If Puhl could ot kn 


thon Funk could have known 


statement 
gold were 5666560 bj 


n p 3.0. m 8 d ow and 


mado use of with tho aid of tho porsonnol 


bank, was ^t loast a statement by 
pro e u 
later on in captivity, whon ho learned of the truc 


connections mist surely have had tho s nme compunctions as 


Lnnocent the le 
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even he wuld not have stood 


have brought the matter to the 


directorate of 


taken 


fors come to the following conclusion: 


trensacted business 
iich origin^ted from criminal 
however, 
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cannot 


nm instruction 
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thercat, Puhl declared literally 5: " I am inclined to assume 


this, but I am unable to know it." Therefore, he was not 


able to give any definite evidence concerning Funk's knowled- 
ge. However, Funk's own statement in this matter is quite 
clear and convincing; it amounted to this, that he knew, in- 
deed,of tho ercdit request of the 55, that he even granted it, 
but that he know nothing about the nature of the 55 enter- 
prises concerned and about the people working therein. Funk 
stated this on his osth. This credit deal, which by the way 
occurred, about two years before the matter of the 55 
gold deposit, accordingly charges neither the defendant Funk, 
neither of them knew et that time 
ything about the conditions in the concentration 
cemps, bota 1 2 earned 8 them only much later, viz. 


in the course of thi trial, 1 the defendant Funk never 


knew that p 3 mw x ae n 


tron 3 appear ssary 


e J 


was examined here, 
in the first 
been made as © sequel to a conference of the 
finance in Bi jtesgodon or in some other place of 
gion, and in which Funk participated. But the witness Dr, 


Blahe himself did not at that ime see the defendant Funk 


in Dachau, but only heard from other camp inmates thot 
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on the occ2sion of an import^nt visit to the camp, tho Reich 
Minister of the Economy Funk, too, had been present. From 
the beginning, Punk enorgotic^lly contested tk this. He stated 
this on his oath, ond the sffidavit made by his permancnt 
companion Dr. 5 اط ه‎ ed leor, Doc.Book Funk 15 and sub- 
you, clearly proves thet Funk never was in & con- 


tion camp; Dr. Schwodlor is in a position to know this, 


ned ot thet time been tho pormanent companion of the 


and: had from dey to day known where Funk 
act, Funk never was a minister of finance, 
in 2 conference of ministers of finance. Accordingly it 
© 

beyond any doubt thet whet the witness Dr. Blaha was able 
here purely from hearsay is based on false informatior 
h another visitor, snd thet could e all the 

? 
because Funk wes rether unknown to the 
Punk never visited e co 


know the conditions existing 


Munk does not by this statement want, 
not know enything £t ell about the 
2lmost any Ge 
Punk knew, of coursc, tnet there were concontr-tion camps in 
rmany aftor 1955, just ^ > knew thet there were peniten- 
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enal institutions in Gcrmeny. 
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But what remained unknown to him, was the very large num- 
ber of such concentration camps and of their inmates, 
emounting to hundreds of thousands, even millions. nknown, 
to him were also the countless atrocities committed in these 
camps, atrocities mede known only in this tri^1; in parti- 
cular, Funk only heard during this trial that there were 
even oxtermination comps, which served to murder millions 
of Jews. Funk had no knowledge of this, he stated it on his 
ath and it appears quite credible, as one of the most im- 
portant results of this trial consists in the evidence 
thet the German pcople, on the whole, did not know about the 
conditions in the concentration camps and about their 
immcnse number, but thet, on the contrery those conditions 
were hold secret in such a cunning and cruel way thet even 
the highest officials of the Rei did not learn anything 
ebout them. 

Herewith dcfonse have presented their view on that 
part of the indictment which, hed it been true, would have 
imputed the man Funk in the most serious end terrible way. 
One m^y think 2s one pleascs about acts of violence during 
a political end economic struggle, cspecially in stormy 
revolutionary periods; according to the opinion of tho do- 
fondent Funk, thor. cannot bo any disscnt of vicw on onc 
point , viz. concerning the atrocitics in concentration 
comp end how they werc committed for years, especially 
against tho Jewish populations Anyone who participated 
in such unheard of atrocities, should atone for it in the 
most rigorous way, eccording to the opinion of the 


German people just the same. 
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This is the point of view of the defendant Funk, too, 


which he expressed here, when on May 6th 1946 snsworing 
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the Amcricen prosecutor, thot as a man and as à German 
he wes feeling 8 ea i j | a uU GO p 
m o for what Germens perpetrated on millions of 


wretched people. 


eration of the Funk case. 
ence for 
not m^ke 


for/people's guilt -, 2 guilt which hc could not 


/ 
did not even know,- but which only 


of his own criminal guilt. A son- 


lid not only for to-day but which will be 
just ^lso in the futurc, at a time when we 

shell have g^ined the necessary temporal distance to those 

orrible events and shell be considering those things with- 

out passion, like happenings of a remote historic^l period. 

sentenco which not only gives sctisfaction to the nation 


but which will be perceived as 


which docs not only destroy snd take revenge 
future, but which makes possible and facilitates 
tho re-asccending of the Germen people towards ^ 


future of human dignity nnd of cherity, of ecunlity and 





